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similar origins is at present used as a common stock of know
ledge by these groups who still maintain their existence as
separate social and religious units although their unification
into a nation is now an indisputable fact both politically and
territorially. It is, therefore, not a simple problem to weld to-
gether our experiences and experiments in the political and
social life of the country so as to form a common cultural and
political basis which should be not only conducive to the
national advancement but satisfy the individual aspirations of
the groups concerned. This problem is rendered still more diffi-
cult, especially because even these warring groups were not
unmixed opposing parties. Not a single important event can
be pointed out revealing a complete distinction, either religious
or cultural, between the politically opposing groups. In the
same manner, the springs of political action of any group can-
not be attributed either to the leader or to his followers. We
often meet with instances in which the leaders and their fol-
lowers represent different religious and social units striving
for political supremacy and actuated by personal ambition
irrespective of their religion. Even a casual survey of past
political actions reveals diversity of interests of the opposing
groups. These interests had twofold outward appearances, and,
consequently, the political actions were more of the nature of
a civil war than of a war for religious aggrandizement. Thus,
the historical evidence is saturated with such diverse informa-
tion that an attempt at a rational reconstruction of our national
history becomes extremely difficult. The actually oppos-
ing groups were not harmful to the upper levels of society and
the masses, as they showed no clear intention to organize group
leadership among the settlers of the land on a religious basis.
The attempts made in the past in the application of historical
evidence to the composition of historical narratives are found
defective and have not always been borne out either by facts
or evidence. The tendencies towards omission, perversion, cor-
rection, justification, digression and misconstruction, either deli-
berate or otherwise, are easily discernible in historical narra-
tives. The causes assigned to past events by chroniclers are